ED, | 
* 
0 
as 
* oo 
Q © ; 
Cd 2 — 
> 2 2 
Ex. [x4 
6a 2 O 
4 2 
4 = 
O 
1 
4 
= A ©” 
4 = - A 
318 
2 2 
— — 
1 2 — | 
> = 
2 — | 
n < 2 | 
. 4 
= = 
pad 


— — 


nne cx I ys od > wt. * 
| ** 2 L ſl, 8 N 4 l - 1 2 id, Www * 8 — „ a "TT a 
8 * 3 * * — 33 1 KT. N we Z * 2 Caf <* __ was” _— 298 at + >. . 5 — EY. i | 
ua * to . oath % —_— —_ 3 * n BD — Sd ; 4 n * © 5 hs 4 » * * e. 9 * WS —4 N .. Ca » 


2 * 
TY": n 3 


o N 1 L X St 
SR wm . de Son end i 


A 


GENERAL VIEW 


O F 


LoRD CAMELFORD's DEFENCE, 
Sc. Se. 


T begins with Mr. Smith's conduct in the marriage, and 
the effect of it upon Mr. Wilkinſon's mind. 


Mr. Smith's account of it is, © that he employed no impro- 
« per means to obtain the affection of his preſent wife before 
« the marriage ; that his addreſſes were open ; that Mr, Wil- 
„ kinſon permitted, countenanced, and encouraged them; ac- 
e cepted his propoſal, appointed a day for the nuptial ceremony, 


« in fix weeks after the conſent thus given; and ſaid, he would 
« give £ 10,000 with his daughter, as her portion: 


« That when the time ſo appointed for the wedding-day 
« was nearly arrived, he received a Letter, in which his wife 
(then Miſs Wilkinſon) informed him gf a coolneſs and reſerve 
& diſcovered in Mr. Wilkinſon's behaviour, which induced 


« ber to apprehend ſome alteration of his mind upon the ſubject : 
4 That ſhe came to him without any ſolicitation from him, and 


« without his knowledge or expectation. 


A 2 This 


— 


State of the evi- 
dence relating to 


the marriage of 
Mr. Smith. 


The manner in 
which it has been 


repreſented by 
Mr. Smith, 


5 A GENERAL VIEW OF 


8 This account is given by Mr. Smith, in the anſwer which 
wer, ; 
Appendix, N*I, he made, UPON OATH, to a Bill of Diſcovery, upon the 25th 


1 88 November, 1783. 


Proofs in the Nar- In the Narrative, Ac. the Reader will find Mr. Wilkinſon's 


Copy of a Letter to Mr. Smith, without a date; but which, 
from the context, muſt have been written by him within a 
fortnight after he became acquainted with Mr. Smith's propoſal 
to his daughter, 

Letter of Mr. In that Letter he ſays, that he has not he leaſt knowledge 


Wilkinſon to Mr. . 2 . 
Smith, within a *© of him, or the means of obtaining it; that no man would 
fortnight — * Pay more regard than himſelf to good qualities, and a fair 


made his propoſal, «« . ” 
N character; but he expects proof of them 


1 5 1 ſays, © I do not reproach you, as many would, with the 
% manner of beginning the affair, which you cannot juſtify to your- 


„felt, the world, or me. 


* I defire no more Letters may be written, or ſteps taken 
* while we are here.” (Tunbridge Wells. ) 


Mr. Smith's two There are two Letters of Mr. Smith to Mr. Wilkinſon at this 
Letters to Mr, Wil- 


kinſon, period. He apologizes to him in one of them for being de- 
tained one day longer at the Wells; in- the other, he tells him 
of his arrival, and of his intention 10 remain at home; though 
* he ſubmits to him, whether he ſhall go to the ball or not; 
* and begs to have his judgment of it.” He adds, © that he 
ſhall go to Knoll (the Duke of Dorlet' s houſe) the next 
* morning.” 
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LORD CAMELFORD's DEFENCE. 


Lord Camelford then offers a ſeries of Letters to Mr. 


Wilkinſon, written by his daughter, Mrs. Smith. 


The firſt of them is dated in Mr. Wilkinſon's hand, 3oth June, 


1760; and they continue to the hour of her elopement, upon 
the 23d September, in that year. 


cc 


cc 


cc 


* 


4 


In the firſt of them (dated 3oth June 1760), ſhe tells him, 
that ſhe has hitherto found herſelf unable to talk to him upon 
the ſubject; that ſhe is too much concerned in it, for any 
degree of moderation; that all which had paſſed, he might 
think and ſay, made the whole affair ſeem a riddle ; ſhe en- 
treats, that he may not expe& her to break it ; and beſeeches, 
upon her knees, that the acquaintance may be continued.” 


In a ſubſequent Letter, ſhe urges him © to reſolve her if he 
means her happineſs, or miſery? if he can ſpare any /um by 
way of a fortune to her, and whether he has determined what 
it ſhall be?” She tells him, © that if he would be open 
enough to name the ſum, they could judge if it would be 


enough.” 


24th Auguſt, ſhe reminds him, that © he had made ber 
tell Mr. Smith, it was not impoſſible the thing might be 
brought to bear; and that he had ſaid once to her, © if no 
other match would ſatisfy her, it muft be this.” 


2d September, ſhe complains to him, © that he keeps 
her in the moſt cruel and wearying tate of ſuſpence ; gives 
herſelf credit for having never aſked (even) to ſee Mr. Smith, 
though it is what her father muſt know ſhe wiſhes to do; 


but /he has not aſked it, becauſe he objects to Mr. Smith's ap- 


« hearance at that place.” 


cc 


4 


7th September, ſhe writes thus: Your backwardneſs to 
contribute what you ſo conveniently may to my real and 
complete happineſs, ſtrikes me as a contradiction to your 

„ wiſhing 


Letters of Mrs. 
Smith to her fa- 
ther, after Mr. 
Smith had pro- 
poſed, and before, 
the marriage. 
zoth June 1760, 
ſhe begs the ac- 
quaintance with 
Mr. Smith may be 
continued, 


A fecond Letter— 
She deſires him to 
ſay, if he will give 
her any, and what 
ſum, as her fortunc? 


Letter, 24th Aug. 
ſhe has written to 
Mr. Smith, and has 
told him, it was 
not impoſſible the 
thing might be 
brought to bear. 


2d September, ſhe 
complains of ſuſ- 
pence— has never 
aſked once to ſee 
Mr. Smith. 


7th of September, 
ſhe urges him to be 
liberal, tells him 
that he has pro- 
miſed to inquite 

if there are any 


other objections be- 
ſides want of for- 
tune. 


September 23. Let- 
ter of Mrs. Smith 
at the time of her 

e lopement, and left 
behind her; 

as long as ſhe 

«© hoped he would 
„ conſent ſhe wait- 
ed for the time 
« of it.“ 

Two gentlemen 
appointed by Mr. 
Smith are to wait 
upon him. 


Mr. Smith's Letter 
to her, dated the 
22d. He tells her 
ſhe will ſtay away 
from him no longer 
than while it tends 
to a right point ; 
thinks it cannot be 
long before ſhe will 
come, | 


A will by Mr. Wil- 
kinſon, dated the 
28th of July 1760, 
gives his fortune 
between his daugh- 
ters in equal ſhares, 
unleſs Mary ſhould 


marry Mr. Smith, 
in which caſe he 
gives her only 

10, ooo. 


A GENERAL VIEW OF 


« wiſhing me that, or my health. I know that you have 
„ wherewithal to anſwer both purpoſes. It is natural for me 
% to ſue and pray for your liberality in the degree you have 
given me reaſon to expect.“ She tells him of his promiſe © 10 
e ſatisfy himſelf as to whether any other objections could be found 
e except his confined circumſtances,” 

23d September is the Letter ſhe left when ſhe guitted her fa- 
ther's houſe; and ſhe ſays, © that as long as ſhe had reaſon, from 
« his promiſes, TO HOPE FOR and expect his CONSENT, ſhe 
« waited for the time when he would be pleaſed to give it. 

« She thinks it poſſible that he may be ſet out for Norfolk be- 
« fore TWO GENTLEMEN WHOM MR, SMITH HAS APPOINTED 
© TO ACQUAINT HIM WITH IT- CAN WAIT UPON HIM ro- 
© MORROW, WHICH THEY HAD PROMISED MR. SMITH TO 
& DO AS SOON ASIT WAS IN THEIR POWER.“ 


A Letter of Mr. Smith to Miſs Wilkinſon arrived after ſhe 


had left the houſe, though dated the very day before it. 


He is in that Letter ſhocked at an old man behaving fo. I 
« truſt” (ſays he) © your ſtay from me will be no longer than 
« while you ſee it tends to a right point, and therefore I cannot 
« think it will BE LONG BEFORE I SEE YOU.” 


Mr. Wilkinſon's Will, dated the 28th of July 1760, near a 
month after the date of Mrs. Smith's firſt Letter, and two months 
before the marriage, is the next article of evidence. 


In that Will he divides his whole eſtate between his daughters, 
if they marry with conſent of guardians; but he reduces Mary to 
the ſum of 10,000/. only, if © ſhe marries Captain Smith con- 
„ trary to his advice; ſuch marriage promiſing nothing but ruin 
and beggary. 135 

1 FL Two 


LORD CAMELFORD's DEFENCE. 


Two affidavits are added; one of them is that of Lady Ca- 
melford; the other ſworn by Mrs. Holroyd, who attended Mrs. 
Wilkinſon to the day of her death in her ſick room, and 1n par- 
ticular during theſe tranſactions, as her confidential ſervant. 

Both of them ſtrictly conform to the facts proved by the 
Letters and the Will above ſtated. 


Lady Camelford ſtates, that Mifs Wilkinſon's condition of 
health in 1756 or 1757, gave her family uneaſineſs; © that be- 


“ fore ſhe offended Mr. Wilkinſon by her conduct relating 


“ to the marriage with Mr. Smith, ſhe was the favourite 
* child. 


That her ſiſter firſt knew Mr. Smith at Bath in 1758; but 
ce that ſhe never ſaw him at her father's houſe there; that her 
e ſiſter's partiality for him hen did not appear to her or the 
reſt of her family, who had no ſuſpicion of it, prior to the 


7 


Affidavits of Lady 
Camel ford and 
Mary Holroyd. 


They conform to 
the evidence of the 
Letters andthe Will. 


Subſtance of the 
affidavit by Lady 
Camelford. 


« month of June 1760. That in that month, a few days after - 


& their arrival at Tunbridge Wells,” (to which place they went 
for her ſiſter's health) © Mr. Smith introduced and invited him- 
“ ſelf to dinner as a Bath acquaintance of her ſiſter, though he 
« was then a perfect ranger to Mr. Wilkinſon. 


That ſoon afterwards he breakfaſted at Mr. Wilkinſon's 
* houſe, uninvited by her father; that ſhe never ſaw him in 
her father's houſe, except upon thoſe two viſits, from the time 
e of their arrival at the Wells, on the 19th of June 1760, to 
the time of their departure for London on the 1 5th of Sep- 


tember in the ſame year. That when her father knew of 


« Mr. Smith's propoſal, it gave him extreme uneaſine/5; that he 
<« preſſed a ſudden removal of his whole family upon this account, 


but Lady Camelford remonſtrated againſt it, as it would oc- 


* caſion rumours; that ſhe has often heard him declare, Mr. 
Smith had /olemnly engaged his word of honour to take no 
| * further 


Subſtance of Mary 
Holroyd's affidavit, 


further fleps without his conſent, and even to abſent himſe if 


A GENERAL VIEW OF 


* from Tunbridge. 


cc 
cc 
cc 


cc 


cc 
cc 


cc 


* That ſhe has uniformly, before and after the marriage, 
heard Mr. Wilkinſon lament his daughter's connection with 
Mr. Smith in terms of abhorrence, and as the capital misfor- 


tune of his life; that ſhe has often ſeen him ſhed many tears 
upon the ſubject before the marriage took place. 


That he gave her ground of hope it might, on ſome future 
day, poſſibly take place, through tenderneſs and compaſſion to 
her; but./he verily believes that. he at no time gave bis conſent, 
and much leſs his approbation.” 


Mary Holroyd ſays, © that before June 1760 ſhe never heard 


LA 


cc 


cc 


cc 


cc 


cc 


cc 


cc 


* his conſent. 


the name of Mr. Smith mentioned by any one of her maſter's 


family as an acquaintance; that ſhe remembers the dinner 


and breakfaſt; and is quite ſure he never was received or ſeen 


in the houſe as paying his addreſſes to Miſs Wilkinſon ; that ſoon 


* after this breakfaſt her attachment was diſcovered; and ſhe 


(the deponent) heard Mrs. Wilkinſon ſay Mr. Smith's propoſal 


had been made. (though not in a direct way, to Mr. Wil - 


kinſon) : and that ſhe told her (the witneſs), juſt after ſuch 


propoſal had been made, ſhe: feared he had gained the affec- 
tions of her daughter, but that her father would never give 


: 


That ſhe often heard her miſtreſs endeavour to ſoften Mr. 


cc 


co 


44 


cc 


C 


** 


Wilkinſon before the marriage, and that when ſhe has been 
urgent with him upon the ſubject he has cut her ſhort, by 
ſaying, I is all fluff; ſhe is an infatuated and deluded girl; 
or words to that effect. That her maſter and miſtreſs uni- 
formly expreſſed their diſapprobation; that Mrs. Smith was in 


« perpetual uncaſineſs and affiiftion during the whole of her ſtay; 


40 


that before and after the marriage this connection gave the 


* deepeſt 


LORD CAMELFORD' DEFENCE. 


deepeft concern to both of the parents; that ſhe never heard of 
any conſent by Mr. Wilkinſon, but quite the reverſe; that 
Mr. Wilkinſon's concern at this event impaired his health, and 
made his friends extremely apprehenſive it would throw him 
into a decline. 


* That Mrs. Wilkinſon could never, to the hour of her death, 
recover the ſhock which it gave to her mind; that ſhe remem- 
bers, a little before the elopement, Mrs. Smith told her, Mr. 
Wilkinſon had fworn he never would ſee her again if ſhe 
would marry Mr. Smith ; but that if ſhe would return to her 
duty, he would do every thing to make her happy. That at- 
ter the marriage the very name of Mr. Smith was odtous to 
Mr. Wilkinſon; and that in her fe ſbe never heard Mr. or 
Mrs. Wilkinſon approve any part of Mr. Smith's conduct, 
but has frequently heard them diſapprove of his addreſſes.” 


Mr. Wilkinſon ſays in a Letter to a Peer with whom he was 


treating for a marriage with his younger child, now Lady Ca- 
melford, at the time of Mr. Smith's marriage, Human nature 


cc 


„ muſt be new-made before my daughters can be equal candi- 


dates to my favour. It may as well be ſaid zhe leaft of the 


“ flars in the firmament gives light equal to that of the fun.” 


Amongſt his papers are found old Wills. In every one of 


them, from that which has been already cited, and was dated 


before the marriage, to the Will now in force, dated September 


B WW 


Letter to the late 
Earl of — con- 
cerning the diffe- 
rent pretenſions of 
his two children to 
his favour ; dated 


Old Wills. 
uly 28, 170. 
ec. 6, 1760. 

June 8, 1764. 


10 A GENERAL VIEW OF. 


The laſt Will, 


NN 768, eight years after it, and three years before the mar- 


Letter to the Earl 
of Dartmouth, 


Mr. Smith's An- 
ſwerowns an allow- 
ance of 1oo/. a 
quarter to maintain 
him and his wife, 
57 them by Mr. 
ilkinfon, 


Mr. Smith and his 
family have re- 

ceived no leſs than 
24, cool. from the 


family of Mr. Wil- 
kinſon. 


A Codicil gave 
9000 /. more. 


riage of Lord Camelford, he makes no other difference either in 
his proviſion for the eldeſt or youngeſt child, except that in one 
of them, which he made immediately after the marriage, he left 
4007. annuity for the ſupport of Mary the eldeſt, independent 
of her huſband; but in the others 10, ooo“. is given to her 


and her children. 


— 


In a Letter to the Earl of Dartmouth, dated July 29, 1775, 
he ſays, © This melancholy affair is the mo ſhocking that ever 


© befel him, and the greateft detriment to his health, 


Deep, however, as the wound, and ſharp as the pain of it, in 
the father's mind, Mr. Wilkinſon was humane to their ſituation, 
though he would not forgive their treatment of him. 


Mr. Smith admits in his Anſwer, that he received, from the 
time of the marriage to that of the ſeparation, 1000. every 
quarter, the pure gift of the offended parent. He thanks Mr. 
Wilkinſon for his liberality, in two of his Letters to him; and 


in one of them ſays, © that he owes to Bim, under God, moſt of 
* the bleſſings he enjoys.” 


There is added a fair and clear account of the ſums which he 
and his family have received from his father-in-law, and thoſe 
immediately connected with him, amounting to upwards of 


24, ooo]. 


To goool. more his children would now be entitled, if their 


father had not offended Mr. Wilkinſon, encoura ged his children 
to 


LORD CAMELFORD' DEFENCE. 


to think ill of him, and alienated them from him after he had 
ſupported them, and had paid their father 200 a year for the 
right of doing them good: this would have made the ſum 


4, 33,000. 


Two hundred pounds a year, now decreed to Mr. Smith 
during Mrs. Smith's life, upon the ſingle condition of the ſepa- 
ration, muſt alſo make a part of the total. One article of the 

4, 24,000 is YL, 1,500, a gift of Lord Camelford immediately 
upon his marriage, to Mr. Smith, a perfect ſtranger to him. 


This laſt particular will be offered as proof that Lord Camel- 
ford (when he was rich in a leſs degree than at preſent) was not 
incapable of giving becauſe he was rich, and gave to Mr. Smith 
becauſe he was poor: but it is one thing 7o give, and another 
to pay (by force) a demand which the party ſo addreſſed thinks 
unjuſt, and which is made againſt him by another, © as claim- 
«© ing a right,” 


The hiſtory. of the ſeparation of Mr. and Mrs. Smith, and the 
engagement entered into, by Mr. Wilkinſon, to pay Mr. Smith 
L 200 per annum whilſt it continued, are next ſubmitted to the 
reader; with the reaſons why Mr. Wilkinſon thought himſelf 
juſtified in withholding the payment after the year 1777. 


11 


L, 200 a year during 
the life of Mrs. 
Smith. 


J, 1,500 given to 
Mr. Smith by Lord 
Camelford, 


Effect of this proof 
upon the remark 
which has been 
circulated, that 
Lord Camelford is 
rich, and Mr, 
Smith is poor. 


L 200 a year ſtopt 
by Mr. Wilkinſon. 


The reaſon of it 

ſtated in that evi- 
dence of the real 

agreement, upon 
which the reader 

will determine. 


12 


Oath tendered by 
the wife at Lord 
Mans field's houſe 
to her huſband's 
ill- treatment of her, 
as putting her in 
fear of her life. 
Confirmed by two 
affidavits, one that 
of Lady Camel- 
— the other of 
Holroyd; 
aw were tated 
with it by the wife 
upon different oc- 
caſions. 


Subſtance of her 
complaint before 
Lord Mansfield, as 
Chief Juſtice of the 
King's Bench. 


The two papers of 
agreement, 


A GENERAL VIEW OF 


Beſides the oath tendered at Lord Mansficld's houſe (the im- 
mediate, if not ſole occaſion of this agreement), affidavits are 
produced, confirming the ill-treatment of the wife by the huſ- 
band (upon her teſtimony at leaſt), before ſhe offered her oath, 
or left her home for the purpoſe of it. 


It had riſen to ſuch a height that ſhe declared, © he had 


e rather be a ſervant, than continue under what ſhe then ſuf- 
« fered.” 


The ſubſtance of her oath tendered at Lord Mansfield's houſe 
was this, © that he had brandi/hed a knife at her—threatened to 
, frike her upon the head with a chair (which he held in a me- 
„ nacing poſture) ;” and, at another time, © /o throw her out of 
« the window : that he ſaid he would do her a miſchief: that 
* ſhe apprehended her life was in danger.” | 


The two papers of agreement framed in conſequence of this 
appeal to the ſure protection of law againſt the violence of 


Mr. Smith, will be of courſe laid before the reader word for 
word. 


The ſubſtance of them is, that Mr. Wilkinſon, who ſigns one 


of them, engages to pay £ 200 a year, and the debts of the wife 
during the ſeparation, having ii received a paper ſigned by Mr. 


Smith, 
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Smith, in which he (Mr. Smith) promiſes /200 things —to ſepa- 
rate from his-wife, and put the care of his children into her 
father's hand: © they (Mrs. Smith and her father) agreeing (in 
e that ſame paper) to pay Mr. Smith £200 a year, and the 
« debts of the wife, as long as the ſeparation ſhould continue.“ 


A Letter of the wife to her huſband will be inſerted, becauſe 
it was read by Mr. Smith in the Court of Common Pleas, and 
obviouſly read in order to make it appear (from the kind ex- 
preſſions of it) © that her intended oath was 0 real ground of 
« the ſeparation, and that 7 world have been a perjury.” 


He will add the account of that Letter given by the writer of 


it herſelf, as containing the ſenſe of others, not her own, as writ- 


ten at their inſtance, to humour the paſſion of Mr. Smith (real or 


aſſumed), and as correFed, in that view, by the obliteration of 


entire paſſages which had a marked reference to the oath itſelf. 


Lord Camelford will add a Letter by Lord Mansfield, con- 
| taining his opinion upon the ſubjeQ, in anſwer to an appeal 
by her. 


It is proved that Mr. Wilkinſon at leaſt believed the two 
counter engagements % form one agreement; and believed the 
whole of that agreement would be at an end, if either Mr. 
Smith, or he, ſhould violate any part of ii. 
Smith had. completely violated His covenant relating to the chil- 
dren; a covenant which he received as a condition of the an- 
nuity-payments. 


Mr. Wilkinſon, in a Letter to his own Solicitor, ſtates his own: 


ſentiments upon it, and defires him to lay before Mr. Smith an 


Opinion 


He believed Mr. 
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Letter of Mrs. 
Smith to her hut- 
band, written ſoon 
after the ſeparation. 


Her account of that 


Letter. 


Lord Mansfield's 
remark upon it, in 
anſwer to her ap- 
peal. See, too, the 
e tract from her 
Letter to him. 
The reaſon that in- 
duced Mr. Wilkin- 
ſon to withhold the 
£200 per annun. 


Mr. Wilkinſon's 
Letter to his agent 
Mr. Baxter, dated 
Sept. 26, 1778. 


14 A GENERAL VIEW Or 


He encloſes in it 


the opinion of Opinion of Counſel upon the paper ſigned by him, and a Letter 


couniet apon the f his own to the Fart bf Dartmouth. 
aper ſigned by | 
Me Smith ; delires 


it may be ſhewn, The Opinion of Counſel (Mr. Jackſon) is, that the Agree- 


and with it Mr, 0 . . 
Wilkinſon's Letter ment“ zs mutual, and the performance cannot be required with 


to Lord Dartmouth, « &@ iOlatee 5; 
N . effect en the one fide, by the party who violates it on the 


nion. ©< other.” 
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Letter to the Earlof The Letter to Lord Dartmouth will (it is hopes) ftrike the 
Dartmouth by Mr. 


Wilkinſon ; ſtrong Reader 20ith pity and reſpect at the ſame time, for the injured 


and affecting ex- Q . 
prefſions of je. Writer of it. 


He ſays, that he never had the deſign to refuſe the father 


Ja fight of his children in 4 reaſonable way ; that the return 
* he has found is 720 be curſed and abuſed.” 


Mr. Smith broke That Mr. Smith broke his agreement reſpeCting the children, 


that part of his . , 1 ; 
3 which will appear, in the ſirſt place, by a ſeries of Letters written to 


e — bon them while they were ander the care of their grandfather ; and 


band of Mr. Wil- which, therefore, he deſires them to conceal, 


kinſon. 
The Letters tothe In one of them, dated September 1774 (to a child ander ten 
children. 8 a . . 
Letter dated Sep- Jears of age), he ſays, © your mother treats you /ihe a child — 
tember 1774- * 1 never attempted her life— Have not you a FATHER TO RUN 


* TO? Never, if you expect my bleſſing, or God's, obey 
'* your mother, at the expence of your obedience to your 
« father.” 


Letter dated March March 17, 1775, he ſays, © I only conſented (vis. to the 
17, 1775. * mother's care of the children), to try if you will get money 


© hereafter, by humouring your old grandfather.” 


Letter dated July July 9th, of the ſame Fear: Your mother's abominable 
9. 1775: treatment of me has at laſt worn me out.— -I ſhall /oor 


* have my dear boys, never to part with them, Pray to God to 
* convince, convict, and forgive your mother's behaviour TO us 
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LORD CAMELFORD's DEFENCE. 


ALL, I ſhall touch the old gentleman up with a little law. — 
The Wikinſon-Click will come at it truly. Do not let this 
Letter out of your hands.” 


Oct. 20, 1775.—< Her behaviour has been Too BAD, and 
HAS STAMPED a STAIN UPON HER CHILDREN, that if ſhe 
gets her father's money, will never make amends.” 


March 23, 1777.—* Cannot you find out whether I am to 
to be paid? or muſt I go to law? I am ſorry you are fo 
much in the way of your enemies. Have you heard your 
brother's Letter to your mother? It is a noble performance ; 
your mother (I ſuppoſe) will fink it, as. ſhe ſunk mine written 
to her before ſhe deſerted me.” 


April 21, 1777.—* He (the eldeſt child) was in eager deſire 
to ſee his mother; but ſhe and her ſiſter have treated him 
in ſuch a ſtyle, that his edge 1s very much taken off, Your 
mother now begins to reap the fruit of her labour.” 


„Time will bring her plan to perfection, and ſhe WILL BE 
IN A TERRIBLE WAY.” 


„ hear your mother has hurt your brother with your 
grandfather (it is all for the good of the children); Your 
TURN WILL BE NEXT ; her plans will fail, becauſe they are 


CONTRARY To Gop's DECREES, and all her ART will. 


never bring them to bear.. 


2d May, 1778.— We muſt work hard to counterwork the 
DIABOLICAL MALICE of your grandfather and Mrs. Smith 
againſt her children, as well as me. 


« You are old enough to act and ſpeak for yourſelf (eight or 


nine years old) if I give you leave. You are not reſponſible 


for your conduct o any one elſe. 


——— MRS. 
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Letter dated Octo- 
ber 20, 1775+ 


Letter dated March 
23» 1777+ 


Letter dated April 
21, 1777. 


Letter dated May- 
2, 1778. 
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Letter dated Aug. 
29, 1778. 


Letter dated Octo- 
ber 23, 1778. 


« oppreſſion to deal with 


A GENERAL VIEW OF 


* Mrs. SMITH HAS MADE HER FATHER GIVE UP 


* AND ABANDON HER TWO ELDEST 8ONS; MORE SIN 


* AND SHAME FOR HER; Zhey oill NEVER SEE HER; they 
„ DETEST HER NAME. Tou are too old to take money from 
« your father's determined enemier. 

(he was eight or nine years old) 


„% You muſt ſhew me you have ſome LIFE, ſome SPIRIT, 00 


* much to liſten to ſuch MEAN, WICKED PEOPLE. 


« muſt take them all in hand in their different ways. A 


« Decree in Chancery is, by the Lord Chancellor of England, 


e that Old Wilkinſon ſhall reſtore what he had unjuſtly taken ; 
* this was done in a public court of juſtice. —/ Hall expoſe him 


% worſe. 


« Te is not a RESPECTABLE MAN, he is a BAD MAN, and yon 
« MUST NOT RESPECT him; he has behaved ſo bad to me, 7 


* abhor and deſpiſe him.” 


LN. B. The boy ſo addreſſed was eight or nine years old.] 
Auguſt 29, 1778.—“ We have ſuch fal/ene/s, tyranny, and 


—* am left ſtill on earth to ſcourge my UNJUST, DIS- 


HONEST PERSECUTORS, Who I truſt SOON TO BRING TO 
© PUBLIC SHAME,” 


charge you never give up the point, that I never agreed to 


<« part with my children, but juft for ſchool time, and I was to 


* name ther profeſſion when I ſaw fit; and that theſe agreements 
„have been BRUTALLY BROKE IN UPON———" 


October 23, 2778.— * Pray take care of my Letters; your 
© mother has given the Letters ſhe got of Sydney to an father 
«© to help him not to pay me my annuity. He has told his 


* lawyer that theſe very Letters make. void his agreement: his 


6 “lawyer 


LORD CAMELFORD's DEFENCE. 


« lawyer told him it was no ſuch thing. They will ALL BE 


* EXPOSED IN A PUBLIC COURT, and LAUGHED at, and DE- 
* SPISED, for their WICKEDNESS. 


* Your mother HAS RUINED HIM alſo (the ſecond child), 


*© WITH HER FATHER, a molt UNNATURAL WOMAN, Go- 
* VERNED BY AN EVIL SPIRIT. 


& They (Mr. Wilkinſon, Lord and Lady Camelford) can be 
„ pleaſed with nothing that is HONOURABLE, HONEST, or 


© GENTLEMAN-LIKE——— THEY ARE NOT ANY ONE OF 
„THESE. 


« Mean adulation and falſehood is what they require. 
„ That, he and I are both incapable of. 


cc 


&« diſgrace of your grandfather, your mother, and her family. 


« Yeſterday a decree in Chancery was given againſt your 


“ grandfather. He is now the FIRST MAN IN THE KINGDOM 
© IN HIS WAY. 


„J will make the WHOLE family FAMOUS IN STORY be- 
fore I QUIT THIS earth.“ 


In juſtice to Mr. Smith, having ſtated evidence under his 
own hand, we ſhall here add his demal, upoN OATH, in the 
Court of Exchequer—* that he has in any manner attempted TO 
« ALIENATE the mind's of the children, or any of them, from their 
„ MOTHER and MR. WILKINSON.” 
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Letter dated April 
15, 1778. 


As to the Z£ 400 I ſhall get the money, to the eternal 


Mr. Smith's an- 
wer; ſwears, that 
be never attempted 
to alienate the minds 
of his children from 
their mother, or 


plaintiff. 
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Lord Camelford 


Ca 
with £ 1800, 


The illneſs of Syd - 
ney real; 


upon the evidence 
quoted by Mr. 

Smith, upon oath, 
as pro. ing it feign- 


ed 


Another breach of 
the agreement, by 
the act of taking 
one of the children 
to fea without Mr. 
Wilkinſon's con- 
ſent, 


Mr. Wilkinſon's 
account of the con- 
ditions which he 
impoſed ,at the time, 
in a Letter to his 
daughter, June 18, 


1776, 


Manner of taking 


him away, 


bought the rank of : : . 
tain for Charles he Procured the rank of Captain for the eldeſt of his three chil- 


A GENERAL VIEW OF 
In anſwer to the aſſertion /xworn by Mr. Smith. himſelf, that 


dren, proof 1s to be given that Lord Camelford purchaſed it with 
L, 1,800. 


It has been ſworn by the ſame witneſs, that his wife, to avoid 
an interview between him and Sydney, the ſecond of his chil- 
dren, feigned his illneſs. He quotes, in ſupport of that aſſer- 
tion, the evidence of the apothecary, as having told him the ill- 
neſs was feigned. 


An affidavit has been made, by that ſame apothecary, to the 
direct reverſe of the fact ſtated by Mr. Smith. 


The reality of the illneſs will be further proved by a maid- 
ſervant of Mrs. Smith, and by Miſs Boone, her friend. 


Mr. Smith carried off Sydney (the ſecond child), and put 
him to ſea in May 1777, without his grandfather's conſent. 


Mr. Wilkinfon, June 18th 1776, explains the conſent which 
he gave, and that which he refu/ed, in a Letter to his daughter 
at the time. | 


„ faid, in anſwer, that I ſhould conſent to it, Sydney liked 
* it, and you had no objection; what you ſay about the perſon 
* 75 reaſonable, and that his inclination ſhould be conſulted :;— 
pray talk to him, and let me know what he fays to it: Bur 


© DO NOT PART WITH HIM TILL THESE POINTS ARE 


« SETTLED.” 


For the manner in which the boy was Liduapped away from 
his mother, ſee the affidavit of Roſe Kellet. Narrative, Append. 
Ne V. p. Ixzix.] 


For 


LORD CAMELFORD's DEF EN CE. 


For proof of the ſudden thought relative to the elopement, 
and the naval deſtination of the child at this juncture, ſee the 
Letter of Mr. Smith to him, dated the very month preceding it 
(April 1777). 

Mr. Smith, indeed, adduced in court the teſtimony of his own 
ſon, Captain Sydney, that Mr. Wilkinſon told him, in private, 
he ſhould go to ſea, the year before he was taken away. 


This evidence, though ſtreſs at the moment was laid upon it, 
by the counſel of Mr. Smith, proved no conſent, either as to the 
time, the mode, or the circumſtances, under which the boy was 
taken away; nor was it, from its nature, any conſent at all, by 
which the act of putting him to ſea could be juſtified ; it was 
not, as the Chief juſtice obſerved, the conſent required.” 


For the manner in which John, the youngeſt child was taken 
away, about a year afterwards, from the care of his grandfa- 
ther, without his knowledge, or any kind of notice to him, ſee 
the teſtimony of Roſe Kellett, Mrs. Smith's ſervant ; from whom 
his brother (Sydney) obtained an inventory of his clothes, to 
make uſe of it as a warrant or credential to Dr. Ireland, under 


whoſe tuition he had been placed. 


the entire management of his children. 


"OY 


The reader will, by theſe materials, form his judgment upon 
the motives that induced Mr. Wilkinſon to withhold the annuity 
(which he had promiſed under his hand), and upon thoſe prin- 


ciples, which having firſt induced Lord Camelford, as = 
: or 


Mr. Smith, upon oath, denies that be has taken upon himſelf © 


9 


Manner of taking 


away John from 
ſchool. 


Oath of Mr. Smith 
enies, that he has 
taken upon him- 
ſelf the entire ma- 
nagement of his 
children, 


Motives of Mr. 
Wilkinſon firſt, 
and Lord Camel- 
ford, after being ex- 
plained by this 
evidence. 


3 VIEW OF LORD CAMELFORD's DEFENCE. 


for him (during his illneſs), to reſiſt the demand, induced him 
to be no leſs firm in reſiſting it after his death. 


Lord Camelford If he had thought himſelf at liberty, without conte/ting the 

N * juſtice of this claim, to ſurrender it againſt his own opinion : 

he chuſes to bejult, (Which he had partly formed himſelf, and partly had received 
from others), he would have ſaved himſelf much trouble, more 
abuſe, and would perhaps have acted as a wer man, but he 


choſe to act as became an honeſt man. 


N. B. The other izſinuations and half truths which have 
been ſtated as reflecting upon Mr. Wilkinſon, or Lord and Lady 
Camelford, will be refuted by evidence, where the nature of 
them admits of it, or by obvious and plain argument upon facts 
agreed, | 


If having thought it his duty, from regard to Mr. Wilkin- 
ſon's memory, to withſtand this claim, even in a public trial, 
after having been baffled in the reference he had offered, Lord 
Camelford at laſt conſented ro give up the cauſe in court, and 
to pay the money, the reader will ſee his reaſons for that con- 
ceſſion; that it was not the conſequence of any failure in the 
proofs of what he had alleged in his defence; nor any evi- 
dence brought, on the other ſide, by his adverſary, to prove he 
had fulfilled his engagement to Mr. Wilkinſon ; but becauſe an 
opinion of the court was incidentally delivered, that explained 
the agreement upon which Mr, Smith's demand was founded, 
to be different from that which he had himſelf exchanged with 
Mr. Wilkinſon : in ſhort, that the care of the children, upon 
which alone the defence ſtood, made no part of the cauſe, in 
the opinion of the judge; but that Mr. Smith was entitled to his 
payment, by the 2vording of the agreement, upon the /ole condi- 
tion of living ſeparate from his wife, though in palpable oppo- 
{tion to the ſenſe and intention of the parties. 
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